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The Teuton Writer in His Report
‘Acquits the Armenians of
the Charge of Foment-

ing Rebellion . |

e

27
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-
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of the Turkish empire.

These allegations of the Turkish government were circulated and

- Indorsed throughout the. war by the

And still as far back as 1916 a book was published (_(-t_Potsdunja,
revealing the Armenian horrors in their full scope and giving the lie

to the Turkish government an both

This book—the only German admission, so far known, o.f the
Turkish guilt—entitled *“Bericht uber die Lage des Amntsoffm |
Volkes in der Tiirkei,' or “Report on the Condition of the Armenian

People in Turkey,” was written by

of the German Orient Mission and of the German-Armenian Society,

on the basis of extensive investigations conducted at the scene of the
It establishes the following facts:

That the atrocities as veported in the Entente press and sum-

marized in the Bryce report did take place.

horrors.
7 1

2. ‘That not in n single case w

That the atrocities reported by the E’utente”press and sum-
? ; i 4 t all,

marized in the Bryce report did not teke place a |

That, inasmich as there occurred deportations or wholesale

emecutions, in certain isolated instances, they were based on regular

legal proceedings and carrvied out as retaliatory or pﬂfventm mens-

ures in face of o monmster conspiracy of Armenians against the safety

RIOR to Turkey's surrender last fall the charges flbOIIB the J
wholesale deportations end sloughter o.f Arqzemma were
countered by the Turkish government, mainly with two asser-

German press and public opinion.

of the above points.

Dr. Johannes Lepsius, chairman

ere the measures enacted against

the Armenians bused on regular legal proceedinga; that not only did
the Armenian people not conspire or revelt against the safely ﬂf‘the
Turkish empire, but that apart from a few isolated cases it refrained

even from self-defence against aggression and torture; ?hat.n‘w meas-
ures were carried out systematically with the extermination of the
Armenian people as their avowed purpose. :

This book, hoivever, was not meant to enlighten the Germ'an
public. It was printed secretly and bore on its title page the following |

warning:

“Strictly confidential, Use in ¢

In an article in last Sunday’s Tribune Magazine we reproduced

extracts from the firat part of Dr,
horrors themselves.

of responsibility as illuminated by the second part of the volume.

he press prohibited.”

Lepsius’s report, describing the |

The article printed below takes up the question

A

third article, to be published next Sunday, will deal with the economic

and religious effects of the persccutions and with the part played by

the German press in hoodwinking
erimes of the Kaiser's ally.

its own public it regard to the

By Eugene

HE report compiled
Johannes Lepsius revealas that |

adjacent districts of the vila- |

Armenian villages wera plunderad, de-
stroyed and depopulated. The total of
villages thus treated must exceed 1,000. |

The most strenuous efforts of the |
Turkish government to estahlish the|
charge of “armed rehellion” against|
the entire Armenian people, by way of |
justifying the persecutions, resulted,|
according to Dr. Lepsius, in locating |
exactly six cases where organized re-
sistance in arms was offered by Ar-!
menians. Six out of more than a thou-
sand!

Dr. Lepsius shows conclusively that
in these six cases there was no question
of a rebellion supported from the out-
side, by the Russians, for instance,
Armaed resistance in these cases was
nothing but spontaneous self-defence
in the most primitive sense, organized
in. sn emergency. There is no evidence
whatever to show—in fuct, there is no
possibilify —that a connection existed
among the six cazes. '

The most notable of these instances
is known as the “rebellion of Van,"
emphasized by the Turkish reports as
2 terrible revolt against the Ottoman
government and a wer of extermination
against the local Turkish population.
Some shadow of plauaibility was lent
te this charge by th: fact that the
“rebels” were relieved, after a siege
of thirty days, by the advance eolumn
of General Nikolayev's Russian Army.

Ssys Dr. Lepaiusa:

“It is important to nail down the
fact that, according to the testimony
oft the American missionaries &nd the
coinciding report on the reception of
the Russian forces, the Armenians of
Van had no connection whatever with
the Russians and the Russo-Armenian
Volunteers. Neither were they in the
Tosition to enter into communication
with the Russians during the siege,

vet of Erzerum alone more than 258 iAgeu.

The so-called *Van rebellion’ was an
act of self-de and an episode in
the history o nassacres- not high |
treason. This ia confirmed also by Ger-
mans whe lived through tha siege, |
The relief of Van was simply a stage|
in the Russian “military operations |
against Northern Persia and the Van!
provinee, and not an enterprise for
the benefit of the Armenians. The twe
cvents—the self-defence of the Van
Armenians and the advance of the Rus- |
sians—have no causal relation.”

The second chapter of Dr. Lepsius'a
book deals with the distribution of

responsibility for the horrors, It
hegins:

“From our report it becomen evident
heyond doubt thut the deportations were |
ordered and executed by the central |
government in Lonstantinople. A com-
prebensive measure like this, sffecting
A territory of 30,000 aquare kilo- |
matyes (Armenis, Kurdistan, Asia
Migar, Northern #yria and Mesopo-
tamis), or an sres squivalent to Gere
many, Austria-Hungary snd Switzar- |
land taken tognther, canriot have had
casual mand uneontrollable nrigins.

“The German press, which, reduced
by lack of suthentic news to guens-
work, had to base ity judgment of the

events ‘down in Turkey, not on the |
knowledge of faets,
tion, published

Bt on imagina- !
lengthy «aplanstions |

| that econflscated

S. Bagger

by Dr.|to the effect that the Armenian massa-
eres and deportations were in their |
in ‘the vilayet of Van and the | character and scope comparable to the

persecution of Jews in the Middle

“‘The Ottoman Turk is a harmless

and good natured being,' writes Count |

Reventlow in the ‘Deutsche Tageszei-
tung.'
object of exploitation up to the mo-
ment when, seized by despair, he rises
in wrath against his torturers. How-
ever deplorable such extra-legal self-

help be from the point of view of eivili- | |

zation, it is nevertheless obvious that
just the Armenians . . . are least
deserving of sympathy and pity eon
the part of the cultured world.

“Df course, the writer is ignorant’

of the fact that 80 per cent of the Ar-
menian population, and just that por-
tion which was affected by the deporta-
tions in the first place, are peasants,
who presumably were not engaged in
a merciless exploitation of their neigh-
bors, the Kurd brigends. . . The
fundamental assumption that in the
case of the deportation and snnihila-
tion of the Armenian people we have

to deal with ‘extra-legal self-help,’ ia.

s0 obviously false that it needs no
refutation.

“A considerable number of .adminis-
trative officials in the provinces, such
as Djelal Bey, Vali of Aleppo; Nakhm
Bey, Vali of Smyrna; Djelal Bey, Vali
of Erzerum; the Mustesarifs of Mala-
tia, Nabi Bey and Reshid Pacha, and
many Kaimakams (district governors)
have objected, with or without success,
to the execution of the mensures, The
Turkish population, living everywhere
peacefully slde by side with the Ar.
menians, has repeatedly protested
against the deportation and annihila-
tion of its fellow citizens and made
representations to the authorities.

“In a village near Kaisarieh the
Turkish peasents, who lived in the
best friendship with their Christian
neighbors, attempted to prevent the de-
portation, and told the Kaimakam that

if he insisted on carrying out the or- |

der they (the Turks) would go right
along with the Christians. The Kai-
makam had no choice but to withdraw
the order temporarily. True enough,
the mobs in the cities participated, in-
asmuch as the authorities let them, in
the pillage of Armenian property, but
in no instance was it a case of a spon-
taneous outbreak of popular passion,
but simply a weleome opportunity for
theft. It was the government itself
the lands, Hhouses,
stocks and fuwrniture eof the deported

| and auctioned off everything at wvidicu-
| lous prices after the departure of the

victims,

“What happened was the expropria-
tion, carried out on the largest scale;
of n million and u half of citizens who,
through their ability and perseverance,
contribated more than any other group
to the Improvement of the economic
statan of the country.

“In the reports we hit repeatedly on
the fact that the pruvincls] adminis-
trations were interfered with-—nssiasted
or hampered—in their measures by the
orgins of a camarilla which, althongh
unefcial, bore the character of a high-
er instance. The organization of the
clabs of the 'Committee of Union and
Progresy’ wae, in the same manner ax
onee the esp.ousge system of Abdol

'He is an extremely convenient |

Any Kind of Pedce- With This Vulture Seems Repugnant

\

—From The Tribune of October 27,{1918

Hamid, the really decisive
throughout the empire.

“This ie not a party organization in
 the Eropean sense, for it consists only
(of leaders and has no popular masses
| behind it. It is merely a thin erust
of Turkish intellectuals and
tools. . . In the Turkish parlia-
ment there is no opposition, although
it was the governmental machinery
that alone, in codperation with the
military authorities, could execute g
measure such as the deportation and
| expropriation of the Armenian péople,
yet it was evident that the soul of the
enterprise was the Committea of Union
end Progress and its organs in the
provinces. The committee saw to it
that the proceedings should unroll as
desired and should not be hampered by
oceansional stirrings of pity and hu-
| manity. Espeeially it was the task of
| the Young Turkish elubs to organize
| the armed gangs in which all available
{elements —Kurdish tribes, notorious
| brigands and discharged conviets—
ilized, The Turkish pépulation

factor

| Were utl
must be cleared of the slander that it
trespassed apainst its Armenjan neigh-
bors, with which it had been living in
ipc‘:u:e. as a4 matter of ‘extra-legal seli-
| help.!

“It is unnecessary to insist on tha
fact that the systematically organized
hordes of Kurds and criminal gangs
which were let loose upon the de-
ported did not require much urging 1o
deal with the unfortunate victims to
their hearts' content. However, the
great mass of the hutcherod victims
shall not be charged at all REaingtl the
sccount of these legalized lawless ale-
ments, but againgt that of the govern-

ment, the gendaymerie and the Tarkish
militia.”

Armenian
Loyalty Praised

Dr. Lepsius now turns to an analy-
8is of the situation st Constantinople
| in the first months of the world war,
He points out that the Turkish official
reports of the events in the Armenian
territory made no effort to establish
8 eystematic conspiracy on the part of
the Armenians against the Turkish
government. He saya:

“Only the persecutions were planned
and executed syntematicnlly., No gs-
sertion was made by the Turkish gov-
ernment that the Armenian peopls sa
such had made themselvbs guilty of s
Frevolutionary rising.

their |

For months ong {The Young Turks,

could read in the Turkish
Empire,”

| Here the following footnote is
| added:

“The lie vireulated in the (German)
preas about an ‘Armenian revolution’
|\\'as originated in a Copenhagen intey-
view with the Young-Egyptian Rifaat
Bey."” Of this we shall hear more.

From the beginning of the war the

unflinching
cause,

loyalty to the Ottoman
The same was the attitude of

of the Armenian intellectuals in Ger-
| many and Austria-Hungary., The Ar-
{ menian soldiers,
! Turkish army, have distinguished them-
| 5elves by their bravery.

Armenians
Feared Czar

Nor was this Ottoman patrintism of
the Armenians mere war-time oppor-
tunism, a reluctant bow before dire
recessity. Its explanation lies deeper.
The Armenians considered the old ré.
gime in Turkey, as personified by the
deposed Sulten Abdul Hamid, their

press praises | hesitated to ask for the
of Armenian loyally to the Turkish | wheneve

Armenians' aid

v they were in a hole. Thus,
fearing, and with good reason, the
counter revelution of the Uld Turks,

they pravided the Dashnakeagan with
abundant supplics of arms anil ammu-
nition, and even more abundant sup-
plies of high-sounding promises. When
the trouble was over the Young Turks
forgot their promises, asked for the

| return of the weapons anid arrvanged for

Armenian press in Turkey preached
the Armenian (Georgian) Church and |

conacripted for the |

ernment

| between Avmenians and Geargians, be- |

worst enemy, So did the Young Turks. |

Ever since the intrenchment of the
constitutional régime the Armenians
l]".il'ma(l their hopes for a better na-
Irtionni fulure te an understanding
! with the Young Turks. It must be re-
| membered that in the beginning the
| Young Turkish régime operated with
| high sounding watchwords of liberty
(&nd 'equality, They promised democ-
,racy on the Western model, The Ar-
| menians believed them. They stood
not alone in their arror. Many people
in Western Europe hailed the suceass
l'of the Young Turks with enthusiasm
: a8 the dawn of a general renascence in
| the Near East,

The Armenian politieal organization,

in the '80s. Tt was then a revolution-
ary party. So wern the Young Turks,

reform the Armenian party of revolu-
Itioniu:s became a party of evolution-
i ists, The Young Turks, on the other
| hand, became a party of tyrants, Still,
the Dashnakzagnn, in spite of one base
betrayal after the other, remained

they hated the Hamidian party more.

a little Armenian massucre
in & while,

every ance

Nevertheless, at the outbreak of the
war the Armenians remained loyal to
Turkey. They still hoped against
hope to eash in on Young Turk grati-
tude. Morveover, they distrusted the
Russia of the Czar. The Crarist Zov-
didd not massacre Armenians
i the Cpucasus, but did exploit them.
It also did its worst to create hostility

tween Armonians and Tartars, and it

guppressed  the  Armenian Church,
which the Turks never did. Perhaps
It iy be put this way: The Armenians

feared the Gzar just a little more than
they hated the Turks, Sa they chose
the part, not of Musaryk toward Aus-
tria, but of Redmond teward England.

Their lovalty was acknowledged,
Hussein Hilmi Pacha, the Turkish Am-
bassador in Vienna, said: “The Turk-
ish government never doubted the loy-
ulty and devotion of the Armenians.”
This was good enough, but Enver Pacha
did better. He simply overflowed with
and  gratitude. Idp, Lepsius
quotes Constantinople's German news-

praise

| paper, the “Osmanischer Lloyd," which

soldiers. That letter might have been
wriften by King George to Sip Douglas
| Haig, so grateful and er thusiysticwas |
its tone.

the “Dashnakzagan,” originated back |

on February 26, 1015, printed a letter
addressed by Enver to the Armenian
Bishop of Konia acknowledging the
faithfulness and bravery afy Armenian

{Truth Hitched

| Tﬂ Ll.(-.'

With the achievement of constitutional |

On June 4, 1015, the Turkish govern-
ment, deeording to Dy, Lepsiug, issued
the following statement:

“The reports that murdevs or even

magsseres of Armenians have token

| place in Turkey are absalutely false,

faithful to their allies, chiefly beenuse |

on' their part, never nians of Erzerum, Terdlan,

(Sueh reports were transmitted by the |with the be
The Arme- | people,

Havas Agency on May 24,)
Egin, Sas-

sun, Bitlis, Mush and of Cilicia com-
| mitted no acts whatever which might
have disturbed public order and safety
or which might have necessitated gov-
| ernmental measures."

This statement hitched to a plain
truth one of the brazenest lies in his-
tory. The plain truth was contained in
| the last sentence, the lie in the first,
| [t was true that the Armenians were
innocent. It was also true that when
| this statement was issued mors than
100,000 Armenians already had been de-
ported or butchered. The evacuation of
Cilieia was accomplished by the end ot
May, and the general deportations were
in full swing. It iz Dr, Lepsius who
saye this.

On August 27, 1915, the Turkish Con-
sul General in Geneva, Zia Bey, issued,
in behalf of the Turkish governmert,
a formal denial of the reports of mas-
sacres circulated in the neutral and
Entente press. He wrote; “The en-
[tire Armenizn population, men, women
and children, enjoy in complate safety
the protection of the authorities, A few
guilty persons have been sentenced by
the legally constituted courts.”

| According to Dr. Lepsius, by the end |

l'of August, 1915, the wholesale depor-
| tations had alresdy been carried out.
Therefore the statement issned by Zia
Bey is in need of special interpreta-
|tion, Whan he ssys “the entire Ar-
| menian population, men, women and
children, enjoy in complete safety the
| protection of the authorities,” he prob-
ably refers to the suthorities of an-
other world whereto the majority of
| Armenian men, women and children
| had been transferred by their benevo-
lent Turkish masters. As to the “few
Iguilty persons," numbering about a
Imiliin‘n, the stotement is quite eorrect,
| except that they were not sentenced
| by the legally constituted courts, but
"deported, massacred, plundered and
| raped by the gendarmes, wilifia and
| brigands, ncting under orders from
Constantinople.

Dr, Lepsius comments:

“We are eonfronted here by the re-
| markable fact that the Turkish gov-
jernment, though ndmitting the execu-
tion of a few culprits, insisted not only
|in the first months, but ap far back as
| September (1615), on being satisfied
havier of the Armenian
and diselaimed any knowledgs

of a mans conspiracy of the Armenian l

®

Turkey’s Crimes Agai_nst Armenia’ Aré_ Laid Bar
In a Secret German Record Prepared at Potsdam
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people, an act that it ought to have
punished.”

And now enters upon the scene Dr.
Rifaat, the young Egyptian leader,
member of the Committee of Union and

Progress, The Copenhagen daily “Ex-
trabledet” publiched on October 14,
1816, an interview with him, which was
reprinted throughout the German
press.

Tells of

‘drmenian Plot

We quote Dr. Lepsius:

“He spoke of a conspiracy, embrae-
ing all Armeniang in the Turkish Em-
pire, threatening the very existence of
the country and aiming at the delivery
of Constantinople into the hands of
the Allies. He even knew that ‘un-
fortunately for the Armenians, the re-

the same time the chief conspirator
betrayed the whole conspiracy to the
government in Constantinople) He
continued: ‘Numercous documents,
brought to light by the investigation,
egtablish the fact that the English
have organized the greatest rebellion
in Turkish history. Numerous con-
epirators were jailed and sentenced,
among them the leader of the rebellion
in Arabia (!), the Sheikh Abdul Kerim.
Although he and his followers were
Mahometans, twenty-one of them were
executed and 100 sentenced to long
prison terms.,'”

ernment said in September there was
no conepiracy. Dr, Rifaat said in Oec-
tober there was a conspiracy. Was
there or was there not a conspiracy?

The fact iz that Rifaat's statement
mixes truth with lie in the approved
manner of Zia Bey. Of course there
was no Armenian conspiracy fostered
by the English,
deed, an Arabian rebellion fostered by
the English—a successful one, too,
resulting in the establishment of the
Kingdom of Hedjaz. It had, however,
rnothing to do with Armenians. Again,
it is true that twenty-ene “conspira-
tors" were executed. They, however,
were not Mahometans, but Armenians.
Says Dr. Lepsius:

“From this number, twenty-one, and
the rest of the interview the inference
i3 unavoidable that Dr. Rifaat has
purposely misled public opinion, inas-

opposition, aimed at the overthrow of
the present government and the as-
sassination of Talaat Bey and other
Young Turk leaders. This plot, how-
ever, had been discovered prior to the
outbreak of the war.”

Story of
The Conspiracy

Dr. Lepsiua proceed= to give a de-

tailed account of this conspiracy.
Here is a summary:
Tha conspiracy in question was

hatched as far back as 1912, and was
the outcome of the rivalry between
the ascendant Young Turk party, the
Committee of Union and Progress,
in Turkish briefly called Ittihad, on the
one hand, and the Party of the Liberal
Union, or Ittileff, on the other. The
hesd of the conspiracy was the exiled
Prince Shabaheddin, leader of the
Liberal party. He was supported by
many prominent Turkish Liberals and
also 0Old Turks. The two factions
; united ip their hatred of Enver and
| Talaat.

One Armenian also was involved,
Ssbahgitlian by name, Egyptian by
citizénship. He used to belong to a
| committeo of so-called “Hintchakists,"
a revolutionary organization of Arme-
| nians prominent chiefly in Russig. This
Sabahgiilian tried to communicate
with the Armeéniang in Constantinople
in béhalf of the conspirators. Dr.
| Lepsius says he was utterly repudiated,
|not only by the Dasghnakzagan, but
{even by tlie Hintchakists. The Arme-
1 nians of Constarntinople refused to sup-
! port the plotters,

| Dr. Lepsius tells of a Hintchakist
| conference held at Constanza, Rumania,
| in 1818, where an anti-Turkish resolu-
I tion was proposed by a minority group.
| The Turkish Hintchakists repudiated
| the eonference. /

In the mean time a Turkish officer,
Midhat Efendi, who had been initiated
in the conspiracy at the outset, was
regularly informing the Turkish Bov-
ernment of the proceedings. The game
' went on for zlmost two years, until it

was exposed in the Turkish ‘‘Daily
| Tanin” in a series of articles entitled
| *A Political Faree."

Dr. Lepsius emphasizes that this en-
| tire conspiracy, which was repeated|y
znd éxpressly repudiated by the Arme-
ymians in Turkey, was disclosed before
the outbhreak of the war.
| The last document, delivered by the
| stoo]l pigeon Midhat Effendi to the
Turkish police; was dated July 2g,
{1914, Besides Sabshgilian, the Egyp-
i tian Armenian, who had been turned
| down by the responsible Armenian cir-
| eles in Conmstantinople, the enly Ar-
meniana involved in the plot were the
| four Egyptian Hintchakista who pro-
| posed at'the Conatanza conference the
| 2ejacted anti-Turkish resolution, These
four came to Constantinople and were

bellion went off half-cocked, and at |

In other words, the Turkish gov-|

But there was, in- |

much as he represented as ‘a conspir- |
acy embracing sll Armenians in 'I'ur-I
key’ the plot of the Turkish liherali

imprisoned there before the outhreak
of the war.

This, then, was the conspiracy which,
according to Dr. Rifast, embraced gl
{the Armenians in the Turkish Empire,

Says Dy, Lepsiuz:

“Had the Turkish government im.
mediately ordered the execution of the
|four Egyptiun Hintchakists the mattey
would have come to an end and nobody
| would have conceived the idea to nass
| off the plot of the Turkish opposition
for an Armenian rebellion. But, in.
| stead, the four Egyptians were kept
in prizon for a year and were firg
haled out on June 17, 1915, On ths
day the four Hintchakists were harged
in the square in front of the Ministry
of War, together with seventeen other
Armenians who, the government an.
nounced, were also members of ths
Hintchakist committee. In faet, the
seventeen were not involved in the
| plot at all, but the Turkish police had
secured a list of those attending the
Constanza conference and a fow of
these were arrested. Othors, whoss
addresses, obtained from the pocket-
books and documents of the former,
established them as their friends, were
executed simply to arouse the seme
blance of an extensive conspiracy.

The publication of the in-
lerview with Dr. Rifaat proves thal
an attempt has been made to empha-
size the execution of ths twenty-one
Hintchakists as evidence of a compre-

hensive Armenian revolution engi»
neered with English money. Alas, the
| German press foll only too readily for

| this clumszy trick!
| drmenians Saw

\Warning
The execution of the tweanty.one
| Hintchakists, says Dr. Lepsius, was
| received by the Armenian population
of Constantinople as the foreboding of
8 long list of horrors e come. Yet
they had previously received what may
be called a mild intimation.

On April 25, 1015, the Constantinopla

| police raided all Armeniun clubs, ofices
land gathering places in the capital, as
| well as the homes of the mast promi-
| nent Armenians, Two hundred and
'thirt_\‘-ﬁ\'e Armenian ir lectuals; of
| all walks of life, were arrested. In the
it'f.nl!m-.‘inp: davs 600 intellectuals were
| arrested and imprisoned. (n  what
charge, for what reazon, nobody knew,

The police, zays Dr. Lepsiuz, searched
frantically for evidence to justify ar

“But it did not unearth s thing.
nil.?

TESLE:
The result of all the search was
| Mogt of the prisoners were deporied.

On May 12 one of the leaders of
| Dashnakzagan, Wartkes, the merber
| for Erzerum, who for some reaszon of

other escaped arrest, called on Tzalast
Bey to ask him for exp ns. “Tas
laat Bey," Lepsius says, “was unableto

| refer to any revelutionary plans of the
| Dashnakzagun justifying the de-
.portations," But Talaat did something
alze.

@5

|  *“Baid Talaat to Wartkes: ‘In the
days of our weakness (after the re-
| capture of Adrianeple in the Balkan
I“’m‘) vou foll on our throats and raised
the question of Armenian reforms.

Therefore we are now going to take ad*
vantage of our present favorahl
uation. We are going to d
people in such a manner
an extent that it will knock the reform
demands out of your heads for #fty
years to come.

“Wartkes said: ‘In other words, you
are going to proceed with the work of
Abdul Hamid?'

“Talaat replied: ‘Yes.,'"

These same “reform demands of the
Armenians had been utilized by Abdul
Hamid as a pretext for persecutions.

Asked Only
For Safety

! What did these demands consist °."
Dr. Lepsiug answers the guestion in
a footnote:

“The reform movement of the Al
menians never simed at an ing but
safety for life and prop
“tection from the Kurd bri

Pretty reasonable, is it not?

Moreover, Dr. Lopsius points out .ﬂi!t
these “demands” of the Armenisnd
were based on Clause 61 of the Tresty
of Berlin.

Just because the Armenians demand-

ed “'zafety for life and property, 'ﬂ".l.
proteetion from the Kurd b
the Turkizh government fe
CESATY o oalermanate o mMENn
of their numbur.
And Germany?
In the sami fontnote Dr, Lepsius e

fers to the efforts of the great poyers
to put through at the Sublime Porte
the execution of Clause 61, He addst
“Germany alsp participated in 8
prominent manner in the yeform neges
tintionsaof 1013, and urged the Portd
| to aceept the programme formulated i
| the note of January 26, 1918”7
This, it would scem, was ss far a8
the German government would go. I
is hardly likely that Dr. Lepsius of
whose sincerity and thoroughness the
reader may, by this time, have forme
@ notion, would have made a daliberat®
effort to conceal the steps of his o¥®
government undertaken for the !_‘ﬁif_“'
of the Armenian people. Une is 10
clined to assume, to put it mildiy. thet:
the German government did not exest;
itaslf to any particular extent ill\__‘!fn"
particular field. :
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